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PREFACE 


READER. 


Ze Papers, which are here preſented to thee, 
{ were writ for the uſe of a private Perſon, and 
W:. by the Advice of ſome Friends , are now made 
Publick. We find how buſy the Romiſh Emiſſaries are 
to corrupt our People, and think our ſelves equally con- 
cerned to Antidote them againſt Popery and Fanaticiſm : 
Two extreams equally dangerous to the Government of 
Church and State in theſe Kingdoms, both in their Princi- 
ples and Praftices ; and both of them very great Corrupti- 
ons of the Chriſtian Religion, and very dangerous to mens 
Souls. Some of our Clergy have pl as been ſo chari- 
table to our Diſſenters, as to warn them of their dan- 
ger, and by the. Strength and Evidence of Scripture 
and Reaſon, to Convince them of their miſtakes ; and I 
pray God forgive thoſe men, and turn their Hearts, 
who . will not contribute ſo much to their own Convittion 
and Satisfattion, as diligently and impartially to read 
and confider what is ſo charitably offered to them. Ip- 
aorance. gud miſtake May excuſe men, who have no op- 
, portunities of. knowin better , but ſuch wilful and re- 
Jolved Ignorance , which, bars up mens minds againſt al 
AS: means 


The Preface to the Reader. 


means of better Information , will as ſoon damn them, a; 


fins againlt knowledge. 


And now it might juſtly be thought want of Chartty 
to thoſe of the Roman Communion, ſhould we take no 
care at all of them; nay, want of Charity to thoſe of 
our own Communion, and to Diſſenters themſelves , who 
are daily aſſaulted by the bufie Faftors for Rome. For 
the Diſputes againſt the Church of Rome, as well a; 
againſt Diſſenters, are for the moſt part too Learyed, 
and too Voluminowa for the inſtruttion of ordinary people, 
aud therefore ſome ſhort and plain Diſcourſes about the 
principal Matters in diſpute between us., is the moſt ef- 
feftual way we can take to confirm men in their Religion, 
aud preſerve them from the crafty inſinuations of ſuch as 
lie in wait to deceive. | ' 


Some few. Attempts, which have been already mad: 
of that kind, give me ſome hope, that ſeveral other 
Trafts will follow”, that the Ruine of the Church of Eng- 
land (if God” ſhall pleaſe ever to permit ſuch a thing) 
whether by Popery , © or  Fanaticiſm , may not be charged 
upon our neglett to inſtruft People better. | 


Some Perſons , it ſeems , whoſe Talent lies more in 
cenſuring what others db , than in doing any good them- 
ſelves, are plenſed to put ſome. ſiniſter Conſtruftions on 
this Deſign ; ' as it is impoſſible to deſign any thing, ſo 
well , but men of 1/ Minds, who know not what it means 
- to do good for goods ſake, ſhall be able to find ſome bad 
name for it. Some gueſs that we now write againſt Po- 
pery only to play. an after-game, and to regain the Favour 
and good Opinion of Diſſenters, which we have loſt by 
writing azaznſt them : But I knotv not that any man bo 
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The Preface to the Reader. 

loft their Favour by it , mor that any man values their 
Favour for any other Reaſon, than ts have the greater 
advantage of doing them good. If ſo good a work, as 
confuting the Errors of the Church of Rome , will gzve 
the Diſſenters ſuch a good Opinion of us, az to make 
them more impartially conſider what has been writ to 
perſwade them to Communion with the Church of Eng- 
land, Z know no reaſon any man has to be aſhamed to 
own it, though it were part of his deſign ; but whether 
*zt ts or not , 1s more than I know; T7 dare undertake fir 
thoſe Perſons I am acquainted with, that they neither 
value the Favour , nor fear the Diſpleaſure either of Fa- 
waticks or Papiſts , - but yet heartily defire to do good to 
them both. 


But there is a more miſchievous ſuggeſtion than this, 


that the deſign of ſuch Papers is only to raiſe a new cry 
and noiſe about Popery, and to alarm the People , and 


diſturb the Government with new Fears and Jealouſres : 
Truly, if 1 thought this would be the effeit of it, 7 
would Burn my Papers preſently ; for 1 am ſure the 
Church of England will get nothing by a Tumultuary 
and Clamorous Zeal againſt the Churchof Rome , and I 
had much rather (uffer under Popery, than contribute 
any thing towards raiſing a Popular Fury to keep it out. 
We profeſs our ſelves as irreconcileable Enemies to 
Popery, as we are to Fanaticiſm, and defire that all 
381 World may know it ; but we will never Rebel, nor 
countenance any Rebellion againſt our Lawfal Soveraign , 
to keep out either, we leave ſuch Principles aud Pra= 
Qices to Papiſts and. Fanaticks. But when we find our 
People Aſſaulted by the Agents of Rome , and do no? 
think our ſelves ſecure from Popiſh Deſigns , w? think 


it our Duty to give them the beſt inſtruttions we can 
to 
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The Preface to.the Reader. 


to preferve them from ſuch "Errors , as we believe will 
deſtroy their Souls ; and cannot but wonder , that any 


men , who are as much concerned to take care of Souls 
as we are , ſhould think this a needleſs or a ſcandalous 
undertaking. T wiſh ſuch men would ſpeak out, and tell 


us plainly , what they think of Popery themſelves. If 


they think this Deſign not well managed, by thoſe who 
undertake it , it would more become them to commend 
the Deſign, and do it better themſebves:; I know no may, 
but would very gladly be excuſed , as having other work 


enough to imploy his time, but yet T had rather ſpend my 
vacant minutes this way, than in cenſuring the good that 


.other men do, while I do none my ſelf. 


b——— 


The Words of the Paper, which 
was ſent to me, are theſe : 


"T is my Opinion, that the infinite Goodneſs of our Le- 
' giſlator, has left to us a means of knowing the true 

ſence and meaning of the Holy Scriptures, which is 
the Church: Now I judge this Church muſt be known to 
be the true Church , by its continual viſible Succeſſion 
from Chriſt till our Days. But I doubt whether or no 
the Proteſtant Church can make out this continual viſible. 
Succefhon, and defire to be informed. 


ANSWER. 


T HAT Chriſt has left a means of knowing the true ſencgand 

meaning of the Holy Scriptures, I readily grarit ; or elſe it 
had been to no purpoſe to have left us the Scriptures, But the 
latter Clauſe is very ambiguous, for the meaning may cither be, 
that we may underſtand by the Scriptures, which is the Church ; 
or that the Church is the means whereby we muſt underſtand 
the true ſence and meaning of the Scripture. 

The firſt is a true Proteſtant Principle, and therefore I pre- 
ſame not intended by this Objeor. For how we ſhould know 
that there is any Church without the Information we reccive by 
the Seripture, I cannot Divine 3 and yet we may as caſily know 
that 'there is a Church, as we can know which is the true Church 
without the Scripture. For there is no other means of know- 
ing either that there is a Church, or what this Chuch is, or what 
are the Properties of a True and Sound and Orthodox Church, 
but by Revelation, and we have noother Revelation of this,but 
what is cotitained in the Holy Scriptures. 

_ *Asfor the Second, That the Church is the means of know- 
ing 


[2] 


ing the true ſenſe and meaning of the Scriptures, it is in ſome 


ſenſe very true, in ſome ſenſe very falſe, 

I. It is in ſome ſenſe true, and acknowledged by all ſober 
Proteſtants. As, 1, It by the Church we underitand the Uni- 
verſa] Church of all Ages , as we receive the Scriptures them- 
ſelves handed down by them to our time., ſo whatever Do- 
&rines of Faith have been univerſally received by them, is one 
of the beſt mieans to findout the true ſenſe of Scripture. For 
the nearer they were to the times of the Apoſiles, the more 
likely they were to underſtand the true (enſe of their Writings, 
being infiructed by the Apollles themſelves -in the meaning of 
them. And thus we have a ccrtain Rule to ſecure us from all 
dangerous Errors in expoundirg Scripture. For the great and 
Fundamental. Dodtrines of the Chriſtian Religion, are as plainly 
contained inthe Writings of the firlt Fathers of the Church,and 
as unanimouſly aſſerted bythem,, as the Authority of the Scxi- 
ptures themſclves': And therefore though we have not a Tra- 
ditionary Expoſition of every particular Text of Scripture: yet 


' we have of the great and Fundamental Dodtrines of Faitk, and 


therefore muſt never expound Scripture fo as to contradid the 
known and avowed ſenſe of the Catholick Church. And this 
courſe the Church of England takes 3 (he receives the Definitions 
of the four firſt General Gouncils., and requires her Biſhops and 
Clerly to Expound the Scriptures according to the profcti Do- 
Arines of thoſe firſt and pureſt Ages of the Church, 

2. Weought to pay great deference to, and not lightly and 
wantonly oppoſe the Judgment and Authority of the particu- 
lar Church wherein we live, when her Expoſitions of Scri- 
pture do not evidently and notoriouſly contradi@ the ſenſe of 
the Catholick Church, eſpecially of the firft and beſt Apes of it. 
For-it docs not become private men to oppole their Sentiments 
and Opinions to the Judgment of the Church , unleſs in ſuch 
plain Caſes, as every honelt man may be preſumed a very Com- 
petent Judge in the matter; and no Church, nor all the 
Churches in the World have ſuch Authority , that we muſt re- 


\ . nounce our Senſes, and deny the firſt principles of Reaſon, to 


follow, them with a blind and implicite Faith, 

And thus the Church, that is, the Senſe and Judgment of 
the Catholick Church, ' is a means. tor the tinding out the truc 
ſenſe of Scripture 3 and though we may miſtake the ay of 

| ome 
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ſome particular Texts , (which the Romaniſts themſelves will 
not deny , but that even infallible Councils may do , who 
- though they are infallible in their Concluſions, yet are not al- 
. waysfo in the Argumentsor Mediums , whether drawn from 
Scripture or Reaſon, whereby they prove them) yet it-is mo- 
rally impoſſible we ſhould be guilty of any dangerous miſtake, 
while we make the Catholick Do&rine of the Church our 
Rulc 3 and in other matters follow the Judgment, and ſubmit 
to the Authority of the Church wherein we live 3 which is as 
abſolutely neceſſary, as Peace and Order , and good Govern- 
ment in the Church. 

2, But then this is very falſe, it we mean that the Church 
is the onely means of finding out the true ſenſe of the Scri- 
pturesz or it by the Church we underftand any particular 
Church , as I ſuppoſe this perſon does, the Romen Catholick, 
that is, the particular Univerſal Church of Rome; or if we 
mean the Church of the preſent Age , or by Means underſtand, 
ſuch a Decretory Sentence, as mult determine our Faith , and 
command our Aﬀentz that we muſt ſeek for no other Reaſon 
of our Faith , but the Authority of the Church in expound- 
| 115 mos I ſhall diſcourſe fomething briefly of each of 

ele. 

t. To ſay that the Church is the only Means to find out the 
true ſenſe of Scripture, is very falſe and abſurd. For , 1. This 
ſuppoſes the Holy Scriptures to be a very unintelligible Book , 
which is a great reproach to the Holy Spirit , by which it was 
Indited , that he either could not , or would not ſpeak intellt- 
gible to the World. | 

2. This is a dire& Contradiion to thoſe Exhortations of 
Chriſt and his Apoſiles to fiudy the Scriptures, which were 
made to private men, and therefore neceſſarily ſuppoſes , that 
the Holy Scriptures are to be underſtood as other Writings are, 
by bag Fave. the Propriety of the Words and Language where- 
in they are written , the Scope and Deſign of the place , and 
ſuch other means , as honeſt and ſiudious Inquirers uſe to find 
out the meaning of any other Book. 

3+ If the Scriptures are fo unintelligible, that an honeſt man 
cannot find out the meaning of them , without the infallible 
mterpretation of the Church , 1 would defire to know whether 
Chrilt and his Apoſiles Preached intclligibly to their FR 
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If they did not, to what purpoſe did they Preach at all> B 
what means were men Converted to the Faith? If they di , 
how come theſe Sermons to- be ſo unintelligible now they are 
written, which were fo intelligible when they were ſpoken ? 
For the Goſpels contain a phin Hiſtory of what Chrift did.and 
of what he (aid 3 and the Apoſtles wrote the ſame things to 
the Churches when they were abſent , which they Preached to 
them when they were preſent: and we reaſonably ſuppoſe , 
that they as much deſigned that the Churches ſhould underſtand 
what they Wrote , as what they Preached , and therefore that 
they generally uſed the ſame form of words in their Writin 
and in their Preaching : And this makes it a great Riddle , how 
one ſhould be very plain and cafie to be underſtood , and the 
other ſignifie nothing without an infallible Interpreter. 

4+ It the Scriptures be in themſelves unintelligible, I would 
deſire to know how the Church comes to underftand them ? 
If by any humane means , together with the ordinary Affiſian- 
ces of the Divine Spirit , then they are to be underftood , and 
then why may not every Chriſtian in proportion to his Skill in 
Lge , and in the Rules of Reafon and Diſcourſe, under- 

id them alſo ? 

If the Church cannot underſtand the Scriptures by any hu- 
mane means, but only by Inſpiration, (for there is no Medium. 
between theſe two) to what purpoſe were the Scriptures writ- 
ten? For we might as well have learnt the will of God from. 
the Church, without the Scriptures, as with them. God could 
bave immediately revealed his will to the-Church without a writ- 
ten Rule , as well as reveal the meaning of that written Rule, 
which it ſeems has no fignification at all, till the Church, by In- 
ſpiration, gives an Orthodox meaning to it. 

5. And if we cannot underfiand the Scriptures , till the 
Church Expounds them to us, how ſhall we know, which is the 
Church, and that this Church is ſuch an infallible Interpreter 
of Scriptures? The Church is to be known only by the 


- Scriptures , and the Scriptures are to be underſtood only by the 

Church 3 if we will know the Church, we muſt firft under- 
ſtand the Scriptures , and if we will underſtand the Scriptures, 
we mult firſt know the Church, and when both muſt be 
known firſt , or we can know neither, it is impoſſible in this 
way, either to underſtand the Scriptures, or find out the Church. 


For, 


[5] 


For, ſuppoſe the Church does expound Scripture by Infj 
cation, how ſhall we be aſſured that it does ſo ? aſl we be- 
lieve every Man, or every Church, which pretends to Inſpira- 
tion? This is a contradiction to the Apoſtles Rule, not to be- 
lieve every Spirit, but to try the Spirits, How then ſhall they 
be tryed ? I know but two ways, cither by Miracles, or by 
Scripture. Miracles are now ceas'd, unleſs we will believe ſome 
fabulous Legends, which all wiſe men in the Church of Rome 
are aſhamed of 3 and if there were real Miracles wrought, they 
are of no Authority againſt a ſtanding Rule of Faith, which 
the Apoſile calls a more ſure word of Prophefic. If then we 
mult judge of theſe pretences to Revelation by the Scriptures, 
which is the onely way now left, then there is a way of under- 
ſtanding the Scriptures without this Revelation : for if we muſt 
underſtand the Scriptures by Revelation, and Revelation by the 
Scriptures, we are got into a new Circle, and can underſtand 
neither. 

0bj. But do we not ſee how many Schiſms and Hereſics 
have occaſioned, by ſuffering every one to Expound Scri- 
pture for himſelt? How many Diviſions and Sub-diviſions are 
there among Proteſtants, who agree in little clſe, befides their 
oppoſition to Popery ? And is it poſſible to cure this, without 
an Infallible Interpreter of Scriptures? Is it not a Contradi- 
ion to common Experience, to fay, that the ſence of Scri- 
pture is plain and certain, when fo few men can agree what 
it is ? 

Anſw. 1. Yes, we do fee this, and lament it, and are be- 
holden to the Church of Rome, and her Emiſffaries, in a great 
meaſure for it. But yet we know, thus it has been in all Ages 
of the Chriftian Church, as well as now; and we take the 
ſame way to confute theſe Herefies, and to preſerve the Purity 
of the Faith, and the Unity of the Church, which the Pri- 
mitive Fathers did, by appealing to Scripture, and the Do- 
Grine and Practice of the Catholick Church, which is the beſt 
way any Church can take, when there is no Infallible Judge of 
Controverſies : And if the Primitive Church had known any 
ſuch Infallible Jadge, they would certainly have appealed to 
him, at one time or otherz and it had been impoſſible, that 
any Errours or Hereſies ſhould for any long time together have 
diſturbed the Church 3 but we hear nothing of him for many 
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hundred years after Chriſt ; but the ancient Fathers took the 
ſame -way to confute the Herefies of their days, which we do 
now, which is a good probable Argument, that they knew no 
better. And the preſent Diviſions of the Chriſtian Church, 
are no greater Argument againſt us, than the Ancient Hereſies 
were againſt the Primitive Church, or than the Proteſtant He- 
reſies ( as they are pleaſed to call them ) are againſt the Church 
of Rome? For what advantage has the Church of Rome upon 
this account, above any other Profeſſon of Chriſtians, Thoſe 
who are of the ſame Communion, are of the ſame Mind. "Thus 
it is among us, and it is no better among them ; for we are 
no more of the mind, than they are of ours: nay, notwith- 
ſtanding all their pretences to Infallibility, moſt of the Diſ- 
putes which divide the Proteſtant Charches, are as fairly diſ- 
puted among themſelves, witneſs the famous Controverfie be- 
tween the Fanſeniſts and Molinifts z which their infallible Judge 
never thought fit to determine to this day : They live indeed 
in the Communion of the ſame Church, notwithſtanding theſe 
Diſputes, becauſe it is a very dangerous thing to leave it 3 but 
they are more beholden to the Inquiſition, than to Infallibility 
for this Unity. 

2. How do theſe Diviſions and Herefres, which diſturb the 
Church, prove, that no man can be certain of his Religion ? 
If we can certainly know what the ſence of Scripture is, not- 
withſtanding there are many different Opinions about it, then 
the diverfity of Opinions is no —_— againſt us 3 if we 
cannot be certain of any thing, which others deny, diſpute, or 
doubt of, then how can any Papiſt be certain that his Church 
is infallible > For all the reſt of the Chriſtian Church deny this, 
and ſcorn their Pretenſions to it. 1 may indeed fafcly acquieſce 
in the Determinations of an lofallible Judge, whom I am in- 
fallibly aſſured to be infallible, how many contrary Opinions 
ſaever there are in the World : But when Infallibility it ſelf 
is the matter of the Diſpute , and 1 have no infallible way to 
know whether there be any ſuch-thing, or where this Iotallibi- 
lity is ſeated, if diverſity of Opinions be an Argument againfi 
the certainty of any thing, which I am not, and cannot be in- 
. fallibly afſured of, then it is a certain demonſtration: againſt In- 

fallibility it felE 

Unleſs we will take the Church of. Rome's word for: her own 


Infallibility, 
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Infallibility, we cannot have the Deciſion of an Infallible Judge 
in this matter 3 for ſhe will allow no other Infallible Judge, but 
her ſelf: and yet this is fo abſurd a way, that it ſuppoſes, that 
we believe, and that we dif-believe the ſame thing at the ſame 
time. For unleſs we before-hand believe the Church to be in- 
' fallible, her ſaying fo is no infallible proof that ſhe is infallible ; 
and yet the very demand of a proof ſuppoſes that we are not 
certain of it, that we doubt of it, or diſ-believe it. When we 
ask the Church whether ſhe be infallible, it ſuppoſes that we are 
not certain of it, otherwiſe we ſhould need no proof 3 and when 
we believe the Church to be infallible, becauſe ſhe ſays (o, it ſup- 

that we did before-hand believe that ſhe. is infallible, o- 
therwiſe her ſaying ſo is no proof. 

The greateſt Champions for the Church of Rome, never pre- 
tended that they could produce any infallible proofs, which is 
the true Church. Cardinal Bellarmine attempts no more, than 
to alledge ſome Motives of Gredibility, to make the thing pro- 
bable, and to incline men to believe it 3 and yet it is impoſlible 
we can be more certain of the Infallibility of the Church, than we 
are,. that it is a true Church 3 and if a Papiſt have onely ſome 
motives of Credibility, to believe the Church of Rome to be a 
true Church, he can have no greater probabilities, that it is an 
infallible Church. 

Now not to take notice what a tottering Foundation ſome 

igh probabilities, though they amounted to a moral aſſurance, 
is for the belicf of Infallibility, which is to put more in the 
Concluſion than there is in the Premiſes. The onely uſe I ſhall 
make of.it-at preſent, is this : That we can at leaſt be as certain 
of the meaning of-Scripture, as the Papiſis are, that their Church 
is infallible 3 for they can be no more infallibly afſured of this, 
than we are” of our interpretations of Scripture : and therefore, 
if the diverſty of Opiniohs about the ſence of Scriptures, proves 
that we cannot be certain what the true ſence of it- is, the ſame. 
Iment proves, that they cannot be certain that their Church 

is infallible, becauſe this is not onely doubted, but abſolutely 
denied by the greateſt part of the Chriſtian World, and was 
never thought of by the beſt and pureſt Ages. of it. So that. 
this Argument proves too much, and recoils upon themſelves, 
likea Gun which is over-charged 3 and if, for their own ſakes, 


they will grant. that we. may. be certain of ſome. things, which 
| are .. 


[8] 
are as confidently denied, and difpated by others 3; then the 
diverſity of Opinions in the Church, is no Argument, that we 
cannot be certain of our Religion, but onely teaches us greater 
Caution, and Diligence, and Honeſty, in our inquiries after 
Truth. 

3. Theſe Diviſions and Herelies that are in the Chriſtian 
Church, are no better Argument againſt the truth and certain- 
ty of our Religion, than the diverfities of Religions that are in 
the World, are againſt the truth of Chriſtianity. The whole 
World is far enough from being Chriſtian 3 great patt of it 
are Jews, or Pagans, or Mahwmetanes ftill 3 and this is as good 
an Argument to prove the uncertainty of all Religions, as the 
different Parties and Profcſſhons of Chriſtians are to prove, that 
we cannof be certain, what the true Chriſtian Church, nor what 
true Chriſtianity is. The Goſpel of our Saviour was'not de- 
ſigned to offer any force or violence to mens Faith or Under- 
fianding, no more than to their Wills. Were there ſuch an 
irreſiſtible and compulſory Evidence in the Goſpel, that where- 
ever it were preach'd, it ſhould be r= panes for any man, 
though never ſo wicked and ill-difpoſed, to continue an Infi- 
del, or to prove a Heretick, Faith would be no greater a Virtue, 
than ford Obedience and Compliance is. The Goſpel has E- 
vidence enough to Convince honeſt Minds, and is plain enough 
to be underſtood, by thofe who are honeſt and teachable ; and 
therefore has its Effeas upon thoſe who are Curable, which is 
all that it was deſigned for. Thoſe, who will not believe, may 
continue Infidels, and thoſe who will not underſtand , may fall 
- into Errours, and believea Lye; and yet there is Evidence e- 

-nough to Convince, and Plainneſs enough to Inſtruct welt-diſ- 
poſed Minds, and Certainty enough in each to be the Founda- 
tion of a Divine Faith. > 

The ſam is this : Though the Inſtructions of the Church are 
a very good means for the underſtanding of the ſence- of Scri- 
pture, yet they are not the onely means, the Holy Scripture is a 
very intelligible Book, in ſuch matters as are abſolutely neceſſary 
to Salvation 3 and could we 1 e, that a man, who had ne- 
ver heard of a Charch, ſhould have the uſe of the Bible, in a 
Language which he underſiood, by a diligent reading of it, he 
might underſtand enough to be faved. 


2. It by Church is meant any particular Church ; as ſu b 
* * poſe 
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ie the Roman Catholick Church , or the'Church of the pre- 
pu , it is abſolutely falſe to ſay, that the Church, in this 
ſenſe, is always a ſure and fafe means of underſtanding the Scri- 
pture. What has been Univerſally believed by all Chriſtian 
Churches, inall Ages, or at leafi, by all Churches of the firſt and 
| t Ages of Chriſtianity, which were nearcſt the times of the 

Apoliles, and might be preſumed beſt to underſiand the ſenſe of 
the Apoſtles in the great Articles of our Faith,is a very ſafe Rule 
for the interpretation of Scripture 3 and the general Practice of 
thoſe Primitive Apoſtolick Churches, in matters of Government 
and Diſcipline , before they were corrupted by worldly Ambi- 
tion, and ſecular intereſt, is a very ſafe Rule for our Practice 
alſo, and this is the Rule whereby our Church is reformed, and 
to which we appeal. 

There are but three things neceflary to. be underſiood by. 
Chriſtians , cither the: Artieles of Faith , or the Rules of Life, 
or the external Order and Diſcipline of the Church , and Ad- 
miniſtration of Religious Offices. 

1. Asfor the Rules of Life , all thoſe Duties which we owe 
to God and Men , they-are fo plainly contained in the Holy 
Scriptures , that no honeſt man ican mifiake them; I ſuppoſe 
the Church of Rame her elf, 'will not preterid , that. there is. 
any need of an infallible interpreter to teach men what is meant 
oy owng God with all our Heart , and oux Neighbour as our. 
 \2«; As for the Articles of Faith, thaſe which arc Fundamen- 
tal to thes Chriſtian Religion , and: which every,” Chriſtian 
aght.to) believe', -are fo plain in Scripture ,. that every hoe, 
neft and unprejudiced [man may underfiand them 3 but how- 
ever.,”as'1 'obſerved - before ,- ' we govern our ſclves: in theſe 
things: by the .xeceived Dodtrine. of the. Catholick Church of 
the firſt and pureſt Ages, and if this be not a fafe Rule, 
we: cani-:be' certain of | nothing; '-/ And. what the: 'Catholick 
Faith was., - we-lcarn from thoſe: ſhort ſummaries of Faith , 
which were univerſally owned by all Catholick Churches. 
For what we' now call the Apoliles Creed , was very anci- 
ently zeceivedin all Churches , with ſome little variety indeed 
of Words andiPhraſe, but without any difference of ſenſe 3 and 
the Catholick Faith was not only preferved in ſuch ſhort Sum- 


maries and Crecds, which were as liable to be perverted by, 
Heretigks, 
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- 'Hereticks , as the Scri themſelves , but was more largely 
explained in the Writings of the ancient Fathers 3 and though 
+this will not inable us to underſtand every Phraſe and Expreſh- 
-on of Scripture, but we muſt uſe other means todo that, as Skill 
in the Original Languages, a knowledge of ancient Cuſtoms, 
.and ancient Diſputes , to which the Apoſtles frequently allude, 
a conſideration of the Scope and Defign of the place, &*c. Yer 
the Catholick Faith received and owned by the Primitive 
Church, is ſo far a Rule, as itdircQs us to Expound Scripture 
to a true Catholick ſenſe, As St. Paul commands the Romans, 
-that-thoſe who prophefie , ſhould Propheſic according to the 
-proportion of Faith, Roms, 12. 6, Kar* araroiay mis , accord- 
ing to the Analogy of Faith : That is, that in the interpreting 
the Scriptures of the Old Teſtament, they ſhould expound them 
to a Chriſtian ſenſe , according to thoſe DoRtrines of the Chri- 
ſtian Faith , which he had taught them 3 and this was a ſafe 
Rule for expounding the Old Teſtament , which contained the 
Types, and Figures, and Propheſies of the Goſpel-State. And 
thus in expounding the New Teſtament , now it is committed 
to writing, we muſt Propheſic according to the Analogy of 
Faith , or as he commands Timothy in his Preaching , hold faſt 
the form of ſound words,which thou haſt heard from me. 2 Tim. 
1.13. I ſeems the Apoſtle had given him a form of ſound 
words, according to which he.was todire& his Preaching; 
whether this refers to a ſhort ſummary of Faith , ſuch as our 
Creed is , 1 cannot ſay , though it is not improbable it may ; 
but it is plain , we have a form. of ſound words delivered to us 
by the Catholick Church , which contains the true Catholick 
Faith, and therefore ought to be ſofar a Rule to us in expound- 
ing Scripture , as never to contradi& any thing which is con- 
tained in it, for that is to contradict the Faith of the Catholick 

Church, | 
. And when one great Article of this Faith, concerning the 
Eternal God-head of Chriſt the Son of God, was corrupted by 
Arixs, a Presbyter of the Church of Alexandria, it gave an oc- 
cafion for a more full Declaration of the ſenſe of the Catholick 
Church about it. And though the effes of that Controverlic 
were very fatal tothe Church, yet it was very happy that it 
broke out in ſuch an Age, when it could be determined with 
greater certainty and greater Authority, than it could have been 
in 
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in any ſucceeding Age of the Church 3 by men, who were ve- 
nerable for their Age, for their Wiſdom , for their Piety , for 
their undaunted Confeſſions under Heathen and Perſccuting Em- 
perours , who knew what the ſenſe of the Catholick Church 
was, before this Controverſie broke out , and before External 
Proſperity had , through eaſe and wantonneſs, corrupted the 
Faith, as well as the Manners of Chriſtians. 

3. As for matters of External Order , Diſcipline , and Go- 
yernment , the Univerſal Praice of the Catholick Church is 
the belt and ſaſeft Comment on thoſe general Rules and Dire- 
ions we have laid down in Scripture. There is no doubt at 
all, but the Apoſtles did appoint Governours, and Rules of Or- 
der and Diſcipline, in the Churches planted by them 3; what 
theſe were , the Chriſtians of thoſe days ſaw with their Eyes, 
in the daily praQtice of the Church and therefore the Apolſiles 
in thoſe Epiſtles which they wrote to their ſeveral Churches, did 
not give them ſo punCEtual and particular account of thoſe 
matters , which they ſo well knew before , but as occalion ſer- 
ved , make only ſome accidental mention of theſe things, and 
that in ſuch general terms, as were well enough underſtood by 
ther» , who knew the pratice of the Church in that Age , but 
it may be, cannot meerly by the force of the words, which 
may be capable of ſeveral Senſes , be fo certainly and demon- 
ſtratively determined to any one ſenſe (by us, who did not ſee 
what was done in thoſe days) as to avoid all poſlible Cavils of 
contentious men. 

This has occaſioned thoſe diſputes concerning Infant Baptiſm, 
the ſeveral Orders and Degrees of Church Governours, the 
Rites and Ceremonies of Religious Worſhip, and the like. 
Thoſe who lived in thoſe days, and ſaw what the Apoſiles 
did in theſe matters, could not doubt of theſe things , though 
it were not in expreſs words ſaid , that Infants ſhould be bap- 
tized with their Parents , or that Biſhops are a ſuperiour Order 
to Presbyters , and Presbyters to Deacons , or that it is lawful 
for the Governours of the Church to infiitute and appoint ſome 
lignificant Rites and Ceremonies , for the more decent and or- 
derly Adminiſtration of Religious Offices. But becauſe there is 
not a yreciſe-and punQcual account given of theſe matters, in 
the Writings of the Apoſiles, which there was noneed of then, 
when theſe things were obvious to their very Senſes, ſome per- 
verſe and unreaſonable Diſputers,who obſtinately rcje& all other 
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Evidence , will judge of thefe things juſt as they pleaſe them- 
_—_ , and alter their Opinions and Fancies, as often as they 
C 

1 Bat now if there be any certain way to know , what the 
praQice of the Apoſiles was in thefe Caſes , this is the beſt 
Comment we can poſhbly have on ſuch Texts , as arenot ſuf. 
clently plain and expreſs without it. Now methinks any rea- 
ſonable man muſt acknowledge, that the beſt way to underſiand 
the PraQtice of the Apoſtles , is from the Pra@tice of the Catho- 
lick Church in futceeding Ages, eſpecially while the memory 
of the Apoſiles was freſh , and the Church Governed by Apo- 
ſolical menz when we cannot reaſonably fuſpe& any Deviation 
from the Primitive PraQice 3 and this is the Rule which the 
Church of England owns in ſuch matters, and by which ſhe re- 
js and confutes both the Innovations and Cortuptions. of the 
Church of Rome, and the wild pretences of Fanaticiſm. 

_ So (that we do in the moſt proper ſenfe own the Belief and 
PraQice of the Primitive Church , to be the beſt means for Ex- 
pounding Scripture. We do not leave every man to Expound 
Scripture by a private Spirit, as our Adverfaries of the Church 
of Rome reproach us; we adhere to the ancient Catholick 
Charch , which the Church of Rome. on. one fide, and the Fa- 
naticks on the other, have forſaken : And though we reje& the 
new invention of an infallible Judge , yet we are no Friends at 
all to Scepticiſm , but can give a more Rational account of our 
Faith, than the Church of Rome can. . 

Had weno other way of underſtanding the ſenſe of Scripture, 
but by Propriety of the Language, and the Grammatical Con- 
firuion of the Words , and the ſcope and deſign of the Texts, 
their Connexion and Dependence on what goes before, and what 
follows , and ſuch like means as we ule for the underſtanding 
any other Books of humane Compoſition z I doubt not,but ho- 
neſt and diligent Inquirers might diſcover the true meaning of 
Scripture, in all the great Articles of our Faith z but yet this 
alone is a more uncertain way, and lyable to.the Abuſes of He- 
reticks and Impoftors. The. Socinians are a famous Example, 
what Wit and Criticiſm will do to-pervert the plaineſt Texts 
and ſome other Secaries are as plain a demonſtration , what 
work Dulneſs and Stupidity , and Enthuſiaſm will make with 
Scripture ; but when we have the -pratice of the Gatholick 
Church, and an ancient and venerable ſummary of the Chriltian 


Faith, 
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Faith, which has been the common Faith of Chriſtians in all 
Ages, to'be our Rule in Expounding Scripture, though we may 
after all, miſtake the ſence of ſome particular Texts, yet we can- 
not be guilty of any great and dangerous miſtakes. : 

This uſe the Church of England makes -of the Catholick 
Church, in Expounding Scripture, that (ke Religiouſly main- 
tains ;the ancient Catholick Faith, and will not ſuffer any man 
to Expound- Scriptures in oppoſition to the angient Faith and 
PraQice of the Catholick Church, 

But though the Belict and Practice of the Catholick Church 
be the beſt means of underſtanding the true ſence of Scripture, 
yet we cannot afhirm this of any particular Church, or of the 
Church of any particular Age, excepting the Apoſtolick Age, or 
thoſe Ages which immediately ſucceeded the Apoſtles. Notwith- 
ſanding this, the Church of Rome may be no good Expoſitor of 
Scriptures 3 for the Church of Rome, though ſhe uſurp the name 
of the-Catholick Church, as preſuming her (elf to be the Head 
and Fountain of Catholick Unity, yet ſhe is but a part of the 
.Catholick Church, as the Church of England, and the Churches 
.of France.and Holland are 3 and has no more right to impoſe her 
Expoſitions of Scripture upon other Churches, than they have 
to impoſe upon her. If there happen any Controverſie between 
.them,:it is not the Authority of either Church can decide it, but 

.this muſt be done by an appeal to Scripture, and the ſence of the 
Catholick Church in the firſt and pureſt Ages of it. 
. . For when we ſay, that the Belief and Practice of the Catho- 
lick Church is the beſt means to find out the true ſence of Scri- 
,Pture,,we do not mean that the Church is the foveraign and ab- 
.folute;Judge of the ſence of Scripture 3 but the meaning is,that 
:thoſe, Churches which were founded by the Apoſtles, and recei- 
ved the Faith immediately from them, and were afterwards, for 
fome Ages,governed by Apoſtolical men,or thoſe who were taught 
by.them, and convers'd with them, are the beſt Witneſſes what 
the Doctrine of-the Apoſtles was, and therefore as far as we can 
. be certain, what the Faith of theſe Primitive Churches was, they 
are; the beſt Guides for the Expounding Scripture. 

So:that: the Authority of -the Church in: Expounding Scri- 

:Pture being onely the Authority of Witnefles, it can reach no far- 

ther than thoſe Ages, which may xcaſonably be preſumed to be 
. Authentick and: Credible Witneſſes of the Dodtrine of the Apo- 
| Wes, and therefore if» we extend it to the four firſt General 
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Councils, it is as far as we can do it with any pretence of Rea- 
ſon 3 and thus far the Church of England owns the Authority 
of the Church, and commands her Miniſters to Expound the 
Scriptures according to the Catholick Faith, owned and pro- 
fels'd in thoſe days 3 but as for the latter Ages of the Church, 
which were removed too far from the Apoſiles days, to be Wit- 
neſſes of their Dorine, they have no more Authority in this 
matter, than we have at this day, nor has one Church any more 
Authority than another. 

3. And therefore, if by the Church being the means of know- 
ing the ſence and meaning of the Holy Scriptures, be underttood 
the Judgment and Sentence, and Decree of the Church, that we 
muſt ſeek no farther for the reaſon of our Faith, than the infal- 
lible Authority of the Church, in Expounding Scripture, this 
alſo is abſolutely falſe and abſurd. 

This is more than Chriſt and his Apoſtles aſſumed to them- 
ſelves, while they were on Earth 3 they were indeed infallible 
Interpreters of Scripture, but yet they never bore down their 
Hearers meerly with their Authority, but Expounded the Scri- 
ptures, and applied ancient Prophcfies to their Events, and took 
the Vail off of Moſes's Face, and ſhewcd them the Goſpel-ſiate 
concealed under thoſe Types and Figuresz they confirmed their 
Expoſitions of Scripture by the force of Reaſon, and appealed 
to the Judgments and Conſciences of their Hearers, whether 
theſe things were not ſo 3 Chriſt commands the Fews not meer- 
ly to take his own word, and to rely on his Authority for the 
truth of what he ſaid, but to ſtudy the Scriptures themſelves 3 
. and the Bereans are commended for this generous temper of 

mind, that they were more noble than thoſe of Theſſalonica, tor 
they daily ſearcht the Scriptures, to ſee whether the Dotrine 
the Apoſtles preach'd were to be found there or not? Now [ 
think no Church can pretend to be more infallible than Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles, and therefore, certainly ought not to aſſume 
more to themſclves than they did 3 and if the Church of Rome, 
or any other Church, will convince us of the truth of their Ex- 
poſitions of Scripture, as Chriſt and his Apoſtles convinc'd their 
Hearers, that is, by inlightning our Underſiandings, and convin- 
cing our Judgments by proper Arguments, we will gladly learn 
of them. 

This courſe the Primitive Chriſtians took, as is evident in all 
the Writings of the ancient Fathers againſt Fews and Hereticks 3 


they 
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they argue from the Scriptures themſelves to prove what the 
ſence of Scripture is 3 they appeal indeed ſometimes to the ſence 
of the Catholick Church, not as an infallible Judge of Scripture, 
but as the beſt Witneſſes of the Apoſtolical DoQtrine : Thus Ter- 
tullian argues againſt Hereticks, in his Book De Preſcriptionibus 3 
but when they reaſon about the ſence of Scripture, they never 
dire& us to any infallible Judge, but uſe ſuch Arguments, as they 
think proper to convince Gain-ſayers. 

Nay, this is the way which was obſerved in all the ancient 
Councilsz the Biſhops of the Church met together for Common 
Counſel and Advice, and in matters of Diſcipline and Govern- 
ment, which were ſubje& to their Authority, they conſidered 
what was moſt for the publick benefit of the Church, and deter- 
mined them by their Authority, not as infallible Judges, but as 
ſupreme Governours of the Church. In the Diſputes of Faith, 
they reaſon from Scripture, and the ſence of the Catholick 
Church, not from their own Authority ; and what upon a ſcri- 
ous debate and inquiry they*found to be moſt agreeable to the 
ſence of Scripture, and the DoGtrine cf the Church of former 

es, that they determined and decreed to be received in all 
Churches, as the Catholick Faith. That this is ſo, is evident 
from all the Hiſtories of the moſt ancient and celebrated Coun- 
cils, which any man may conſult, who pleaſes. 

Now I would ak ſome few Queſtions about this matter. 
1. Whether theſe Councils took a ſure and ſafe way to find out 
Truth? If they did not, what reaſon have we to believe that 
they determined right ? If they did, then we may uſe the ſame 
way which they did : for that which is a good way in one Age, 
is ſo another, and then there is no necethity of an Infallible Judge 
to find out the ſence of Scripture, becauſe we have other certain 
ways of doing this 3 the ſame which all the ancient Councils ob- 
ſerved. 

2, I would know, whether it be not ſufficient for every Chri- 
ſtian to receive the Decrees and Determinations of thcſ-: Coun- 
cils, upon the ſame Reaſon and Authority which moved the 
Fathers aſſembled in Council to make thefe Decrees ? Whether, 
for inſtance, we mult not believe the Eternal God-hcad of 
Chriſt, and that he is of the ſame ſubſtance with his Father, for 
the fame Reaſons for which the Nicene Fathers believed this,and 
required all Chriſtians to believe it ? If we mult, then Scri- 


pture, and the ſence of the Catholick Church, not the Authority 
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-of a General Conncil, or any Infallible Judge, is the Reaſon of 
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our Faith z For the Nicene Fathers, who were the firſt that met 
in a General Council, could not believe this, upon 'the Authority 
of any other General'Council, much leſs npon their own Autho- 
rity 3 unleſs we willfay, that they firſt decreed this, then belie- 
wed-it., becauſe they themſelves decreed it, WScripture, and the 
ſence of the Catholick Church, antecedently to the determina- 
tions of a General Council, or any other pretended Infalſible 
Judge, be not a ſufficient foundation for our Faith, then the 
whole'Chriftian World, before the Council of Nice, which was 
the firſt General Council, had no ſufficient foundation for their 


Faith ; for there was no particular Biſhop-or Church in thoſe 


days, which pretended to be the Infallible Interpreter of Scri- 
ptures. We Proteſtants have the fame way to underſtand the 
Scriptures, have the ſame Reaſon and Foundation of our Faith, 
which'the Nicene Fathers themſelves had, or which any Chritlian 


.could have, before there was any General Council z and if the 


Church of Rome dg.not think this enough, we cannot help that, 
we are abundantly fatisfied with it. 

The Authority of a General Council in thoſe days, was de- 
ſervedly ſacred and venerable, not as an Infallible Judge, which 
they never pretended to, but as the moſt certain means they 
could poſſibly have to underſtand what was, and in all Ages had 
been the received Doftrine -of the Catholick Church. They 
met together not to make new Articles of Faith, which no - 
Council in the World ever had any Authority to do, but ro de- 
clare what was the truly ancient and Apoſtolick Faith 3 and to 
put it into ſuch words as might plainly expreſs the Catholick 
{ence, and meet with the Diſtempers of that Age. 

For this end Grave and Reverend Biſhops aſſembled from all 
parts of the Chriſtian World, not meerly to give their private 
Opinions of things, but to declare what was the received Do- 
crine of thoſe Churches over which they preſided 3 and I know 
no better Argument of an Apoſtolick Tradition, than the conſent 
of all Churches, as remote from each other as Eaſt and Weſt, 
which were plantcd by ſeveral Apoſtles, and differed very much 
from each other, in ſome External Rites and Uſages, but yet 
all agreed in the ſame Faith. And this is the: true Authority of 
thoſe ancient Councils,* that they were moſt likely to under- 


fand the true ſence of Scripture, and of the Catholick Church. 


This is the Proteſtant Reſolution of Faith, and the Nicene Fathers 


them- 
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themſelves had no other way, nox pretended to any other. 

Nay, the Church of Rome her felf, as much as ſhe talks of 
Infallibility » makes very little uſe of it. She has never given us 
an infallible Comment on Scripture , but ſuffers her Doftors to 
write as fallible Comments , and in many things as contrary to 
each other, as any Proteſtant Divines do: And I cannot imagine 
what good Infallibility does , if an infallible Church has no bet= 
ter means of underſtanding Scripture , than the Comments of 
fallible men 3 that is,no better means than every fallible Church 
has: for no man can underſtand the Scripture ever the better for 
the Churches being infallible , unleſs this infallible Church im- 
prove this glorious Talent of Infallibility in Expounding Scri- 
pane 6 which ſhe has not done to this day, and I believe never 


Indeed it is apparent, that infallibility , as it is pretended to 
by the Church of Rome , can be of no uſe, cither in the Reſolu- 
tion of Faith, or in Confuting Hereticks, who deny this Infalli-- 
bilityz and then I cannot imagine what it is good for , but to 
multiply Diſputes, inſtead of ending them. 

As for the Reſolution of Faith 3 ſuppoſe I ask a Papiſt, Why 
he believes ſuch Articles, as the Divinity of Chriſt , or the Re-- 
ſurreQion of the dead , to be contained in Scripture ?- If he an- 
ſwers, as he muft do , Becauſe he is taught ſo by the Church, 
which is infallible ; my next Queſtion is, How he knows the 
Church to be infallible ? It he ſays he learns this from Scripture, 
Iask him how he comes to underſtand the Scripture , and how 
he knows that this is the ſence of it? If he knows this by the in-- 
fallible interpretation of the Church, then he runs round in a 
Circle, and knows. the Scripture by the Church, and the Church 
by the Scripture , as I obſerved before 3 if he can find out the 
Churches Infallibility by the Scripture , without the help of an. 
infallible Judge , then it ſeems the Scripture is-to be underſtood 
without the infallible interpretation of the Church 3 and it men 
can find out infallibility in Scripture without the Church, I am 
confident they may tind out any thing elſe in Scripture as well, 
without the Churches Infallibility :. For there is no- Article of. 
our Creed {o hard to be found there, as the Churches Infallibi- 
lity is. But however that be, after all this boalt of Infallibility, 
a Papiſt has no more infallible Foundation for his Faith , than a. 
Proteftant has, nor half ſo much. We believe the Articles of. 


the Chriſtian Faith ,- becauſe we. find them plainly _ in. 
i= - 


' 
| 
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Scriptare , and univerſally received as the ſenſe of Scripture by 
the Catholick Church in the beſt and pureſt Apes of it : A Pa- 
piſt believes the Church to be infallible , becauſe he thinks he 
finds it in Scripture, though the Catholick Church for many 
Apes ncver found it there ,. and the greateſt part of the Chriſtian 
Church to this day cannot find it there: Now if they will but 
allow, that a Proteſtant fthough a poor fallible Creature) ma 

reaſon about the ſence of Scripture, as well as a Papiſt, and that 
the Evidence of reaſon is the fame to both, then we Proteſtants 
ſtand upon as firm ground as the Papifts here, and are at leafi 
as certain of all thoſe DoGtrines of Faith , which we hind in the 
Scripture , and are ready to prove by it, as they are of their 


Churches infallibility z but then we have an additional Security, 


that we expound the Scriptures right, which they want \ and | 


that is the DoGtrine and Practice of the Primitive Church,which 


confirms all the Articles of our Faith, and Rules of Worſhip and 


"Diſcipline , but gives not the leaſt intimation, that the Pope or 


Church of Rome was thought infallible by them , and it the 
Primitive Church was ignorant of this, which is the beſt wit- 
neſs of Apoſtolical Tradition , it is molt probable , that no ſuch 
thing is contained in Scripture, though ſome mercenary Flat- 


'terers of the Pope have endeavoured to perſwade the World, 


that they found it there, | 
So that we have a greater aſſurance of all the Articles of our 


Religion, from Scripture and Catholick Tradition, than a Papiſt 


can'have of the Churches Infallibility , and yet he can have no 
greater aſſurance of any other DoErines of Religion, which he 
believes upon the Churches Infallibility , than he has of Infalli- 
bility it ſelf. So that in the laſt Reſolution of Faith, the Prote- 
fiant has much the advantage of the Papiſi,for the Proteſtant re- 
ſolves his Faith into the Authority of the Scriptures, Expounded 
by the Do&rine and Pradtice of the Primitive Church,the Papiſts 
reſolves his into the Infallibility of the Church,which he finds out 
only by Expounding Scripture by a private Spirit , without the 
Authority of any Church,but that whoſe Authority is under dil- 
pute. 

And as the Dodtrine of Infallibility is of no uſe in the laft Re- 
ſolution of Faith , ſo it is wholly uſeleſs in diſputing with ſuch 
Hereticks as we arez whodeny Infallibility : for it is a vain 
thing to attempt to impoſe any abſurd , or groundleſs, and un- 
catholick Do&rines upon us , by the Churches infallible Autho- 
rity, who bclieve there is no ſuch infallible Judge 3 but _ 4 

olve 
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ſolved to traſt our own Eyes, and to adhere to Scriptureand the 
Catholick Faith of the Primitive Church in theſe matters. 

And therefore the great Advocates for the Church of Rome, 
are forced to take the ſame courſe in contuting Hereſies, as they 
call them, that we do: They alledge the Authority of Scripture, 
the Authority of Fathers and Councils , to juſtifie their Innova- 
tions, and here we willingly joyn iſſue with themand are ready 
to prove , That Scripture and all true Antiquity is on our fide , 
and this has been often and unan{werably proved by the Learned 
Patrons of the Reformation, 

But there are ſome. very material things to be obſerved from 
hence, for our preſent purpoſe. For either they think this a 
good way to prove what they intend , and to convince Gain- 
ſayers by the Authority of Scripture , and Primitive Antiquity, 
or they do not. Ii they do not think this a good way, to what 
purpoſe are there ſo many Volumes of Controverfie written ? 
Why do they produce Scripture, and Fathers, and Councils, to 
juſtine the Uſurpations of their Church , and theſe new Addi- 
tions they have made to the Chriſtian Faith and Worſhip? if 
this be not a good way to convince Hereticks, why do they 
give themſelves and us ſuch an impertinent trouble ? 

If this be a good way, then we are in a good way already z 
we take that very way for our ſatisfaction , which by their own 
Confellion and Practice , is a very proper means for the Con- 
vicion of Hereticks , and todifſcover the Truth , and after the 
moſt diligent inquiries we can make , we are fatisficd that the 
Truth is on our (ide, | 

If the Authority of Scripture fignihe any thing in this matter, 
then it ſeems Hereticks, who reje& the Authority of an Infalli- 
ble Judge , may underitand Scripture without an Infallible In- 
terpreter, by the Exerciſe of Reaſon and Judgment in ſtudying 
of them, otherwiſe why do they pretend to expound Scripture 
to us , and toconvince us by Reaſon and Argument, what the 
true ſence of Scripture is. 

It the Authority of the Primitive Church, and firſt Chriſtian 
Writers, be conſiderable, (as they acknowledge it is, by their ap- 
peals to them) then at leaſt, the preſent Pope or Church, is not 
the ſole infallible Judge- of Controverſies, unleſs they will ſay, 
that we muſt not judge of the Do&trine or Practice of the Pri- 
mitive Church , by ancient Records,-(and then Baronias his An- 


nals are worth nothing ) but by the Judgment and PraQtice of 
the preſent Church. D The 


——_—_ 
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The ſum is this? There is great reaſon to ſuſpe&, that the 
Church of Rome her (elf, does not believe her own Infallibility, 
no more than we Proteſtants do; for if ſhe does, ſhe ought not 
to ſuffer her DoQors to diſpute with Hereticks, from any other 
Topick, but her own Authority 3 when they vie Reaſons and 
Arguments with us, and diſpute from Scripture and Antiquity : 
they appea! from the infallibility of the pretent Church, to eve- 
ry mans private Reaſon and Judgment, as much as any Prote- 
ſtant does : and if the Articles of the Chriſtian Faith may be e- 
ſtabliſh'd by Scripture and Antiquity,without an infallible Judge, 
as they ſuppoſe they may be, by their frequent attempts todo it z 
this plainly overthrows the neceſſity of an infallible Judge. In a 
word,not to take notice now how weak and groundleſs this pre- 
tence of Infallibility is, it is evident that it is a very uſeleſs Do. 
&rine : for thoſe who believe the Churches Infallibility, have no 
greater aſſurance of their Faith, than we have, who do not be- 
lieve it 3, and thoſe who do not believe the Churches Infallibili- 
ty, can never be confuted by it. So that it can neither eſtabliſh 
any mans Faith, nor confute any Herefies ; that is, it is of no 
uſe at all. 

The Church of England reverences the Authority of the Pri- 
mitive Church, as the beſt Witneſs of the Apoſtolical Faith and 
PraQtice, but yet reſolves her Faith at laſt into the Authority of 
the Scriptures. She receives nothing for an Article of Faith, 
which ſhe does not find plainly enough taught in Scripture, but 
it is a great confirmation of her interpretation of Scripture, that 
the Primitive Church owned the ſame DoQtrines which ſhe does; 
and ſhe looks upon it as a juſt prejudice againſt any Expoſitions 
of Scripture, it they contradi&t the common Faith of the firſt 
Chriſtians : and therefore when the words of Scripture are 
fairly capable of different ſences, ſhe chuſes that ſence which is 
moſt agreeable with the Catholick Faith, and practice of the 
Primitive Church 3 but ſhould any Dodtrines be impoſed upon 
her, as Articles of Faith, which are no where to be found in 
Scripture, or which are plainly contrary to it, (as the new Trent- 
Creed is ) whatever pretence there be for the Antiquity of ſuch 
Dodrines, ſhe utterly rejets them 3; ſhe will not put out her 
own Eyes to follow any other Guide 3 and thanks be to God, ſhe 
needs not reje any truly Catholick Dodtrine in this way. We 
Rill retain the Faith of the Primitive Church, and are greatly 
confirmed in it, from that admirable conſent there is between 


the 
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the Scriptures, as Expounded by us, and that Faith which was 
anciently owned and received by all Chriſtians. 

Having thus ſhewn in what ſence the Church is the Interpre- 
ter of Scripture, I-proceed now to the ſecond thing contained in 
this Paper, That this Church muſt be known to be the true 
Church, by its continual viſible ſucceſſion from Chrift till our 
days. Now theſe few words contain a great many, and very 
oreat miſtakes. The ſubje& of the Inquiry is, how we may find 
out ſuch a Church, whoſe word we may (ſafely take for the true 
ſence and meaning of Scripture, 

Now,- 1. The Author of this Paper, whether ignorantly, or 
deſignedly, I know not, alters the ſtate of the Queſtion, and in- 
ftead of a Church, which is an unerring and infallible Interpreter 
of Scripture, which would be very well worth tinding, he tells 
us how we may know a true Church; now I take a true 
Churh, and an infallible Interpreter of Scripture, to be very 
different things. A Church may be guilty of Schiſm and Here- 
fie, and yet may be a true Church, though not a ſound, Ortho- 
dox, and Cathglick Church : for a true Church is ſuch a Church 
as hasall things neceſſary, and eſſential to the Being and Con- 
ſtitution of a Church; this a Church may have, and ſuperadd 
other things which are deſtruQtive of the Chriſtian Faith, and 
very dangerous and fatal miſtakes 3 as we believe, and are able 
to prove the Church of Rome has done: and yet we acknow- 
ledge her a. true Church, becauſe ſhe retains the true Chriſtian 
Faith, though miſerably corrupted by Additions of her own, as a 
man is a true man, though he be ſick of a mortal Diſeaſe. Now 
if a true Church may corrupt the Chrifiian Faith, we have no 
reaſon to rely on the Authority of every true Church, for the 
true ſence and meaning of Scripture. 

2, Let us ſuppoſe, that by a true Church, he-means an In- 
fallible Church, whoſe Authority we may fafely rely on in Ex- 
pounding Scriptures 3 this Church, he ſays, is to be known by 
a continual viſible ſucceſſion from Chriſt, till our days: Now if 
this viſible uninterrupted ſucceſſion be the mark of ſuch a true 
Church, as is an infallible Interpreter of Scripture z then, 1. The 
Greek Church, as an infallible Interpreter of Scripture : tor ſhe 
has as vilible and uninterrupted a {ucceihon from Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles to this day, as the Church of Rome has; and fo we 
have two infallible Churches ( not to inftance in any more at 
preſent, who have as good a ſucceſſion as either of them ) which 

D 2 are 
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are direQly oppoſite to each other 3 and what ſhall we do in this 
caſe ? Muſt we believe ContradiQions, or muſt we diſ.belieye 
infallible Churches ? | 

2, I a vilible ſucceſhon from Chriſt and his Apoſtles, makes 
any Church an infallible Interpreter of Scripture, then all the 
Churches which were planted by the Apoſtles, were infallible. 
All the Churches which were planted by the Apoliles, have an 
equally-viſible ſucceſſion from Chriſt z thoſe Churches which 
were planted by the Apoltles, may be preſumed as Infallible, 
while the Apoſtles were preſent with them, as they were atter- 
wards; and thoſe Churches which ſucceeded theſe Apoltolica! 
Churches, at the diftance of an Age or two, may be ſuppoſed as 
infallible as any Church of this Age is : for if a vilible ſucceſſion 
from Chriſt makes a Church infallible, why ſhould not a ſuc- 
ceſfion of a hundred or two hundred years, make them as in- 
fallible as a ſucceſſion of fixteen hundre& years ? unleſs they 
think that Iofallibility increafes with the Age of the Church, 
which I could wiſh true, but we ſee very little fign of it. Now 
according to theſe Principtes, all the Churches which were plan- 
ted by the Apoſiles, and have a continual vilible ſucceſſion from 
Apoſtolical Churches, through all Ages, ſince the rime of the A- 

les, muſt be infallible*: for if a continual viſible ſucceſſion con- 
ers Infallibility, and is the mark whereby we muſt know it,chen 
every Church which ever had, or has to this day this viſible ſuc- 
ccffion, muſt have Infallibitity alſo, which, it ſeems, . is entailed 
on ſucceſſion. And thus we have found out a World of Infalli- 
bility, and it is wonderful how any Apoſtolical Church came to 
be over-run with fo many Errours and Herefies, and to grow ſo 
corrupt and degenerate, as to provoke Gcd.toroot them up 3 if 
every Apoltolical Church was infallible, I cannot imagine how 
whole Churches, which viſibly ſaccceded the Apoliles, ſhould be 
infected with Hereſie : for if Infallibility it felt will not ſecure a 
Church from Heretic, the Lord have mercy upon us. 

3. This mark he gives how to find out fuch a true Church 
as is an infallible Interpreter of Scripture, viz. A continual vi- 
ſible ſucceſſion from Chriſt till this day, includes another great 
miſtake : for it ſuppoſes, that there is fome Church now in be- 
ing, on whoſe Authority we mult rely for the ſence of Scripture ; 
for otherwiſe there can be no uſe of a viſible ſucceſſion to this 
day, in this Controverfie : If, as Lhave already proved at large, 
we mult rely onely on the Authority of the Primitive Charch, 


not 


( 23 ] 


not of the Church of this preſent Age, for the ſence of Scripture, 
and that-not as an infallible Judge, but as the moſt Authentick 
Witneſs of the Apoſtolical Dodrine and PraQtice, then we can- 
not find out this Church by a viſible ſuccefſion to this day, but 
by examining the ancient Records of the Primitive Church, 
where we ſhall find what the Faith and PraQice of the Church 
in thoſe days was, which is the fſafelt Rule to guide us in the 
Expoſition of Scripture. Though there were no Church in the 
World at this day, which could prove a continual viſible ſucce(- 
fion from Chriſt and his Apoſtles, yet while we have the Scri- 
ptures, and the Records of the Primitive Church, we have very 
ſufficient means for the underſtanding the true meaning of Scri- 
pture : fo that of whatever uſe this talk of a continual viſible 
ſucceſſion may be in other caſes, it is wholly impertinent in this. 
A Church which cannot prove ſuch a continual viſible ſucccilion 
which was net founded by any Apoſile, or Apoſtolical men, or 
has loſt the Memory or Records of its fixft Plantation, may yet 
have very certain means of knowing the true ſence of Scripture, 
from the Scripture it (elf, and the Doctrine and Practice of A- 
poſtolical avd Primitive Churches, and a Church which has the 
moſt vifible uninterrupted fucceſſion from Chriftt and his Apo- 
ſiles, may be ſo far from being an infallible Interpreter of Scri- 
' Pture, that ſhe may be very-corruptand erroneous her {clf, if 
the forſake the Apoſiolical Tradition contained in the Writings 
of the New Teſtament, and Expounded by the Catholick Faith 
and PraQtice of the firſt Churches 5 as we know the Church of 
Rome has done 3 which is fo far from being an infallible Church, 
that we believe her to be the moſt corrupt Church in the 
"World. | 
_ And thus I think we are preparcd to venture upon the lati 
Chaufe of this Paper, wherein the whole force of the Argument, 
#uchasit is, is turned upon "the poor Proteliant Churches. Bur 
Þ-doubt (ſays the Author of this Paper) whether or no the Pro- 
teftarit Charch can make out this continual viſible ſuccethon, and 
deſire to be informed. The ſting of which Argument lics in this, 
that we Proteſtants have no certain way of knowing the true 
ſenee and meaning of Scripture, becauſe we cannot prove the 
continual viſible facceſhon of our Church, from Chrilt unto this 
day 3 and therefore we ought to go-over to the Church of Rome, 
who has this viſible ſacceſhon,- and receive all her DiCtates as in- 
fallible*Oracles, But, for Anſwer to this, conſider, ” 
JT, LNAC 
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1. That ſuppoſe the Proteſtant Church could not make our 
'fach a-continual viſible ſucceſſion, yet we may underſtand the 
Scriptures very well without it, and need not go to the: Church 
- of Rome to Expound Scripture for us, as I have already ſhewn 
at large. Had he proved that we had been no Church, for want 
. of a viſible ſucceſhon. of Church-Officers, or that our Religion 
were a Novelty, which was never heard of in the World before 
Luther, this had been ſomething more to the purpoſe; but to 
- pretend that we cannot underſtand the Scriptures, for want of a 
viſible ſucceſſion, is'fuch a looſe and inconſequent way of rea- 
ſoning, as a poor fallible Proteſtant would be aſhamed of. 

2. But pray, why can't the Proteſtant Church of England 
prove her continual viſible ſucceſſion from Chriſt till this day, as 
well as the Church of Rome 2 Here was a Chriſtian Church 
planted in this Nation, as very good Hiſtorians ſay. as carly as at 
Rome, and it has continued here ever fince, to this day : when 
Auſtin the Monk came over to England, he found here a compa- 
ny of reſolute Britiſh Biſhops and Monks, who would not ſubmit 
to the Uſurpations of Rome, and the Engliſh and Britiſh Churches 
under ſeveral Changes and Alterations, have continued to this 
day, with a viſible ſucceſſion of Chriſtian Biſhops 3 and what 
better ſucceſſion can Rome ſhew than this ? 

I ſuppoſe no Roman Catholick will difown the ſucceſſion of 
the Church of England, till the Reformation, and I pray, how 
.came-we to loſe our ſucceſſion then? Did the Reformation of 
thoſe Abuſes and Corruptions, which had crept into the Church, 
unchurch us? Juſt as much as a man ceaſes to be the ſame 
man, when he is cured of ſome mortal Diſeaſe : Did not the 
Church of England confift of the ſame Perſons, before the Re- 
formation and after? A great many indeed diſowned the Re- 
formation 3 but were not at all thoſe Perſons, who were {o 
aRive and zealous in the Reformation, formerly of the Roman 
Communion ? And did they loſe their ſucceflion too, when 
they became Reformers ? When a Church conſiſts of the ſame 
' Biſhops, Prieſts, and People, which ſhe had before, though (he 
have not all the ſame that ſhe had 3 when ſhe retains the ſame 
ancient Catholick and Apoſtolick Faith, which ſhe did before, 
onely renounces ſome Errours and Innovations, which ſhe owned 
before, how does this forfeit her ſucceſſion ? The Church of 
England is the very ſame Church now, ſince the Reformation, 
which ſhe was before , and therefore has the very ſame ſuc- 


ceſſion, 
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ceſſion, though not the ſame Errours, to this day, that ever ſhe 
had 3 and that, I think, is as good a ſucceſſion as the Church of 
Rome has. 

There are but two things to be conſidered in the caſe of Suc- 
ceſſion : Either a ſucceſſion of Church-Officers, or a ſucceſſion 
of the Faith and Do&Etrines of the Church. 

1» As for a ſucceſſion of Church-Officers, we have the ſame 
that the Church of Rowe has. Thoſe Engliſh Biſhops who em- 
braced the Reformation, received their Orders in the Commu- 
nion of the Church of Rome, and therefore they had as good 
Orders, as any are in the Church of Rome; and theſe were the 
Perſons, who Conſecrated other Biſhops, and ſo in ſucceflion to 
this day. For as for the ſtory of the Nags-Head Ordination, 
that is ſo tranſparent a Forgery, invented many years after, to 
reproach the Reformation, that I preſume no ſober Roman Ca- 
tholick will infift on it. 

But we are Hereticks and Schiſmaticks, and this forfeits our 
Orders, and our Succeſſion together. But, 1. This Charge ought 
firſt to. be proved againſt us, that we are Hereticks and Schiſma- 
ticks, we deny and abhor both the name and thing ; and-if we. 
be not Hereticks, and Schiſmaticks, as we are ſure we are not, 
and as the Church of Rome can never prove us to be,then accor- 
ding to their own Confeſſion, our Orders mult be good. 

2, However, be we Hereticks, or Schiſmaticks, or whatever 
they pleaſe to call us, how does this deſtroy our Orders and 
Succeſſion ? The Catholick Church would not allow in former . 
Ages, that Herefie or Schiſm deſtroyed the validity of Orders. 
St. Ferome diſputes againſt this at large, in his Book Contra' Lu- 
ciferianos, And St. Anſtin allows the Donatifts Biſhops to have 
valid Orders, though they were Schiſmaticks, and . therefore . 
that the Sacraments adminiſired by them, were valid. And in- 
deed, if Herefie will deſtroy Orders and Succeſhon, the Church 
of Rome will be as much to ſeek for their Orders and Succeſſion, 
.as we are, which, by their own Confeſſion, have had ſeveral He- 
vas Popes, and no body knows how many Biſhops Ordained 

y them. . 

2. As for ſucceſſion of Do&rine, which is as conſiderable to 
the full, as ſucceſſion of Orders, the great Articles of our Faith 
are not onely plainly contained in Scripture, but have been deli- 
vered down to us, through all Ages ot the Church, by an unin- 
terrupted Succeſſion, ] = 
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The Church-of Rowe her ſelf, in her greateſt Degeneracy 
did own all that wedo in pure matters of Faith : When we 
reformed the Church we did not make a new Religion , bur 
only ſeparated'the old Faith from new and corrupt Additions ; 
and therefore the quartel of the Church of Rome with us, is 
not that we believe any thing which they do not believe, but 
that we do not believe all that they would have us. 

The Dodrine of the Church of Englandis truly Primitive and 


Catholick , tavght by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, owned by the 


Primitive Church , and excepting the Diſpute between the La- 
tin and Greek, Church , about the Filioque , or the Holy Spirics 
proceeding from the Father and the Son, received by all Catho- 
lick Churches to this day z which is as compleat and perte&| 
Succeſhon , as any Doctrine can havez therefore when: the 
Church of Rome asks us, Where was our Religion before Ly- 
ther? We tcll them it was all the World over, all Catholick 
Churches believed what we do, though we do not belicve all 
that they do, they themſelves did , and do to this Day , own 


' our Creeds, and Articles of Faith , excepting ſuch of them as 


are directly oppoſed tor their Innovations. 
So that we are on a ſure Foundation, our Faith has been re- 


ceived in the Catholick Church in all Ages. But now the 


Church of Rome cannot ſhew ſuch a Succeſſion for her new Do- 
Qrines and Articles of Faith , which were unknown to the Pri- 
mitive Church for many Ages , which were rejeted by many 
flouriſhing Churches, ſince the fir appearance of them, which 
never had a quiet poſſeſſion in her own Communion , and were 


never formed into Articles of Faith , till the packt Conventicle 


of Trent. 
This I think isa ſufficient Anſwer to this Paper, and it pities 
me to ſee ſo many welk-meaning Perſons abuſed with ſuch tran- 


{parent Sophiliry. 


FINTS. 


